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AFFIRMATIVE
Messrs.—Friedman, Robinson, Stark, Corrigan Total—4

NEGATIVE

Messrs.— .
Speaker, Combs, Fowler, Boyer, Joiner, Brockmeyer, Larrimore, McNulty, Melvin,
Ridout, Whitmore, Dowell, Hance, Linton, Mitchell, Boone, Culver, MacDaniel, Maguire,
Staten, Tyler, Harrison, Latham, Lowe, Long, Parks, Quinn, Benmett, Corkran,
Matthews, Merryweather, Burkley, Harris, Mackie, Garbelmann, Machen, Nichols,
Sasscer, Sickles, Eaton, Risley, Hickman, Pilchard, Polk, Collins, Houck, _Smelser,
Utterback, Virts, Getz, Hess, Moore, Davis, Blades, Wise, Bullock, Dembowski, Kosak-
owski, Nowakowski, Silk, Walters, Antonelli, Behounek, Hedrick, Holub, Panuska,
Urban, Acker, Brooks, Curran, Gallagher, MeNeal, O’Malley, Abramson, Dixon,
Rombro, Welcome, Cardin, Mandel, Resnick, Silver, Baumann, Baynes, Bittner,
McGuirk, Myers, Cohill, Coss, Geiger, Huyett, Mason, McElwee, Barbee, Cook, (E. P.),
Lee, Walker, Woodward, Conlon, Cook (N. S.), Driscoll, Kelley, Reed, Walsh, Hahn,
Hale, Magin, O’Farrell, Clark, Murray, Caldwell, Cannon, Hanna, White, Bray, Buckel,
Savage. Total—123

The Speaker amnounced the veto was sustained.

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

May 8, 1961.
The Honorable Perry O. Wilkinson
Speaker of the House
State House
Annapolis, Maryland

Dear Mr. Speaker:

I have today vetoed House Bill No. 646 and in compliance with
Article 2, Section 17 of the Maryland Constitution, I am returning
this bill to you along with my veto message.

House Bill No. 646 is a Howard County local bill. The purpose of
the bill was to exempt from Howard County taxation all farming
implements and 50% of all laundry equipment and machinery owned
in the County. ‘

My office has discussed this bill with the Director of the State
Department of Assessments and Taxation and with the Director of
the Department of Budget and Procurement and both of these in-
dividuals have expressed concern as to the effect that this type of
legislation might have upon State finances.

It is my feeling that the exemption of all farming implements of
any farmer in Howard County makes this bill State-wide instead of
local because of the effect that the same will have on general funds
dedicated for school equalization purposes. If this proposed exemp-
tion should become a reality, Howard County would receive a dis-
proportionate share of the State’s equalization funds. The same is
also true as to the distribution of Department of Welfare funds and
Health Department funds.

It is my understanding that Article 81, Section 9, sub-section 23
of the Annotated Code of Maryland (1957 edition), grants the County
Commissioners of Howard County authority to exempt laundry equip-
ment owned in that County from local taxation and that this par-
ticular article and section number grants the Commissioners the au-
thority to exempt such property from State taxation.



